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ui04cfi< 0 f 

aiftiqtMl 

31 2008 

if. <fl^Mfl/ 36/2007 -^M^^,—H*NtH =919 3tf^?Wl, 1963 (1963 99 38) 9T? 919 48 3?tl 49 ET11 999 TlfaFTf “FT 

wfra 9^ p, Hsuftn y^r4> yifa+04 y.d^sHi, ^ip£ wi 9i air% 9i^ ^ftcff 91 97 totth pfa 999 =479 

7? 9P9 yttiiq 9vf Vd ,s ( fdddldl 1? 1 

U4)<U| if. ^^M41/36/2007-^>iil41<n 

^afawr^nir .... 

3H^?T 

(f99*47, 2008 ^ 30f f^9 9lfl3) 

4? 99>7 1 9 pfa TO =9T9 =F 999 91 9f^ 91^ f^lft 4#T9T 4?<ff 91 faffa 91 TOlri p pfa 999 =9T9 (psMe?) if 9M 
91919 3 7f9f99 t I 

2.1 ^ 3*9^ 97919 "4' fdHfdftsId ^T f9=5 9ip %cr £ :— 

(i) WT ¥? =£ 9$ 99? 3 999 97 31 f 1 <T9? f^lft pi ^ 1W TlcT?’ 9? 3TFff9 ^ 99191? I I 14 f9^f? 4#T4T 4?9 "yf99*f 

999 91 39^ 'f t 999 9^ 9HT 49d«*4 3 99? 9> 311975? 9> 39911 91 ^9 nidi 99 ^T3TT7Z? 605 7? 40600 9> 41^ 759T 

i 1 i 

(ii) 99?d9 9T9T9 «ftl 979T9 9? VIlHrld 9R^ 91# Wl<fdl3ff 9? 3ipfR WJMT3HI 9191 91 ■34T% 91^ f^lfl pi ISO if 47^ 
999 ^99Hf 97JST 9^f 9T? f I f*F7 *??, 31=9 9l9t' 91 cPF? 91^ 915?fe-99Tt, 9«f-H151, 919919 ^9T 3^11¥99 99T1 
^ 31=9 W1 T9 9fcff 91 9t eT9T9 9TT? t I 

(iii) "9191=9 999199f 9>t 99f9T Ws4l 9> 31919 *f, $9 ^1-95T9f 4ldT 91? 4>"l*tl Mhff 91 9(1 M?11 ^ p *fr cPR 'Sldl 9> fdl( 
f991T 5?9T 9S9T tl ^ t9^ft dWd9i (^1-999l) 9^’ 9^ TjS9 ^9R1 3?tl 9TH ^ 1f9t "51^ ^ 3jfdTl99 1991=99: 9*f 
if. 8, 10 3?ll 11 91 9t 9191 "ST^ t I 

(iv) ^F ^fd 9 ? 9l9 ffl-^Ftf 9l9 ^ t, 999 |9^ 97^ 999! 11941 W19gf 91^1 9H9T f I f*F1 9tj 919 9ll 19^991 

f^>91 91RT "9Tfp ^ 9l9 999 3^1 31=9 ttl'il nidi 9>t cH99 sftl <jfq9T (9^ 9?t99) 91 HT9F9 9>l*lT 99? 99 49414 9>1^ 
^ I ^9 9991 9*f if. 10 3ffll 11 91 999? ^ H9FT/991lf 9>f 4cMI4't>dI 91 9914 H€dl I 9>K U I ^ 9^ f9^ 

9^ 1T919 9>i 919T^ 9H^ 9>f "9TO9 ^ I 

( v ) (9>) 999? nidi 9>t <Jddl fq^ll H?dlf ^BT ■5f?31R^l 9p 9>H ?)dl ^ I 1TTO 5 ? 9*t 5lfd f«F11 ifhll d4> 3if?1 9i?I-9>?T 

^9? i, ^H99 fwfld 1991=9 999? 99? 3f?1 d J K4I^T 91 ypfldd d1l?fd9i 9kf? ^ 3??1RR 39991 ^ ^?T 9?9? 
^ 39991 91 f*F9T 99T ^ 1 

("^) ^19? 9*1? 91 9T^f^9> ^9 ^ ?^T9 99 9*^ 999? 9?<if 3??1 ^1-999? 9?9? ^ 1F919 99lf9T ^ f^T 99 

9919 9f? 9f?T 4>4d "39 999? 99*f? 99R? ^ 9919 cldl ^ "9? f^V?? 41^?idi Midi ^ "39 91, t4Rf?9 91 H919>1 91J?lt 

^nHt ywiftd 1 1 
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5RTRt cfr RTMFT 1? Rlt fcEvSTt dl^ldcfc Midi Rl RH MR, fcRtM^R d J 11 
cR-Jc^l yR-cIlfciel % I ‘ 

(vi) fcrt^FT fMM 3 RRRcI-*TTR ztR ^ MtFT MR 01.04.2004 Tl 31.03.2007 cNE eft 3Tc[& 
A ftft cf§t RTRsMT ^Tc?r ftcRft MR^d eft t I MWlftd Mm 

dR cET MfRlft RM3ltftft £RT RRRJd ^ TT| RT$Td T T tJ Fn ftd ft M^ t:- 


a>. 

ft. 

fqq* u l 

J RHI 

1. 

2004-05 ft 2006-07 Mft 3Tftft ft ^nfa MtFT fft>a fftjfe RRTFTf ft 3TTR 
fftftft ftftfe ftft MM 3fRRT ft3TRft 1 

7955 

2. 

fe ft. 8,10 3fR 11 RTSTT ^R J I ftlfeHH HR Mftftld cM j |T Hi eft MM 
3feTMfraTRft 

20863 Mf}3TR^ 

3. 

ffttfe fef MR ffe-fel ftaiRft c||e) Rl^Tl -fl^P}^ Midi % 
RBRcHRR 3lf^cTRRjRc[; 



^ Tt. 8 (9769 ^3TR^) 

R^.235115.00 


^4rt. 10 (4812 ^taiR^) 

Ri.648835.00 


^RT. 11 (0605 ^3IR^) 

^Tf^fRRl (40600 viffeTR^t) 

Ri.007937.00 

R^i.562956.00 

4. 

>H^I ^H<£\ crief Rlcft MR vJR RfTHM 4>M|1 d‘4 MR 

H^Rtld tel TMI, 3lf^T RERRM 

Ro.636411.00 

5. 


R).235115.00 

6. 

RTM^T ^pif ^ MR wfr ^R % wft Mtcft RT afR^I RT^T ^ 3Rf7 

R^>.401296.00 

7. 

Mfcl 4l31R^ 

= 401296 



7955 (^ftaiK^) X 72 (^it) X R^.40.35 (^IcK ^ RMI ^ mIRMc^M 
fcTR 3IMMT| ^Tf RlRiHH ^R) 

3TM. igTcR 

0.017363 


(Vi) ftftft ^I^Pjcb ftft £RT R1TMFM cjrf «nft 3?R Tjfftl ftlfftwi MR eFR iMTeft % 

fcR MR 3TM. ^feR 0.017363 ft% ftf3TRft MR ft ftftM HW eFTTMT MRRfTftcT 
fWflt I 

(vii) fttfft ftRTd MRTl'ft % 3fEITR MR ffttft ftftfftT ftft 

MR y^ifcld ftft ft Mftcft 60 cTIRM Wf eft 3|ftiRcM 3TFI wti eft 3T^ran 
RRMdT t I 

2.2. ’ RMftftft ft 3FJRte t^rr t % MtFT fed fef, i]fe ftfeWH ftlR RJRfel cftlRMlft 

MR fftftft ftftfe (ftR-MMft) ftft % J£RRFT % cEERI ftft “dlft RWRcf eft Flfft ftt MRMft % fe Iftftft 
ftftfe Tqtcft MR 0.017363 3TM. ftfeR ftft fttelRft ftt MR ft MRdlfe fcT^PT MR ftl 3T^ftcFT MMFT c}ft | 

3. fetfe MRTMft ftfer % st^rtr, Rferftft ^ HR^tm Rftte ijqwrfrt RftTfe atR 

MTRfe ftftMT ftt wm StfecT uTFlft % fftR fey MMT ^Tf I RfMftwft Rftreftt ftft MRc?FT ftfel ft 







[MFTIH—3P^4] 
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^ ^ptt % ^r w sjy i $ wiWwt 

'M-'ld'il ^ [c'-mI^nI ^R 3R^ \3xR ^ fd? i| I 

4. FR MRR # ^T^T 14 2008 wfcftft % Ffc?R 3 ^ aft I wftftet 

^ 3T^ W eft RcR-^T?^ F^fcT W ^ft aft I OT ^H4l4 ft \ J *M>ftd ft 3Rft ^3 tR ftf 9R£T 

I 

5. ft wret mRid ^pRff d^n FR ^ite^n ft? wftcRi ft *r 
f I ^Fcf tofW ft? W 3?R R«r^T ^5Tt 3RT fft^ W tfftj ^ftfe R$ft 3?> 3WT ^T ftft 

^11 ft ^ftft ft«mi$e http://tariffauthority.gov.in. ^ ft ^To^T 3RW Riftft i ‘ 

6. FR ^R ftftRF <fRft ft? ftRH >HJjfed <ft WTJTdT ft? ft PlHPofftsJd 
totcT^T^cftt:- 

(i) y\U FtH ^TRT ^?T ><wiq, 3Rft 3ftf 3?R *^R J I ftfieM>d ^R fftftft , liftf*1<T) ftdt eft 
wr wft ft? wr wit RT«re¥r ft ^rrt srt *ftft ^ rrrt eft Frfft eft 

wft ft? fcR fftftft ftftftcb ftft tR |ftftt|cR wft ft? feR t! 

(ii) fftftft ft ft [ft 4> RtcT (%-Wlt RtxT) -q>te WT ft, ^TT dfcR?RT 3?R tTRT ft cFR 

<£Tefft ft? 3TRM ft. 8, 10 #? 11 ft ftt 3TRR Wftf t I WT ft ftfod f^TT % 1ft? 
ftftRH 14 Iftftftt ftftfft??? ftfa/RH *R 3TTW ^ft f | 

ft % wit ftra f, wt Iftftftr fttftfftcF? ftnft ft <mft wit ftftftt ^ ^cr 
cFRcfl I ^t-c^f, Icj^fl Mt^Pjcn ifcTt ^T, Wit Midi ^R M'Tlddl ^R ^ 

Wft 11 ^xRT ^T toT t if TO ^T W 3R ^TT 8 wfcf ^ 

ciif^i^ ^eic^>; f^it -Mfrci? ^ cf5t w^r ^tt *Rjcit i i 

^R tolcf ^ ^ ^R 3^R ^ cR^ fq f^> f^tt ^I'^lcb’ ^ Wit 
H^RFf ^R ^ W5TT WT eT^f 1^RT% ^WT^WT WT ^TvRg eft ?rfa 

^Rtt t f^r 3RRTT wit ^ 3lf^T Wfl, WT ^T {% Wit) %cft ^R 

cttt^ ^t tor 11 

/ 

(iii) ifF ^3e^ WTT 5Rfte FFTT I^IRH W^R dPtdcl ferf^S ^ ^T %-^^R 

tM tR Tsf[ ^f-ltf€t 7RTO, ?Rnf^ ^ feT? df^ddi ^T -R 

wfFT WcT t cF^tdR ^F Rtcft ^ Mid Mid ^TWT ^ tedT 

^ff% (Hf^TT if) ^ %T / 3 Rr^T ?IT^reT ^ Ftm, 5W ePTT% % feR cTWT 

fT ^T%eT f^T 9TTI 

H'lfaWT ^ 3n^?F 'FT. / 12 / 2007-^M f^W> 7 3TW 2007 % WW 

^ ^TF ST^RT fcfRTT f^ dffidef Wff T l cfR^ ^TT 3T^xRT #IT ^R 

^FlfcR 5W ^T F^t ’RFf^ # Wtt I W^TR 'd^Tei ^f^OT3Tt ^ 
wtm % fcR ^ % wit / %-^dR ^r cftt% 

cpt *41ct>K fcfRH 'W 2TTI 
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TOpTR RTRc* P, Pp^ft H^Pi<T (%-TOFft) %ft TOt WP % RRTOT RR3Mt€t TOt 

Rroft totoh rttor ^tPt (■cf?r rPi Pprt to tort 11 

PrM Mte %ff w w tor* ^ ^ tot tor totor 

TORR % fcR TOR % TOR 3TtPlTO TOR T* TOR TOT ^TO?T RTOT^ TOTOT TOT RTO ^c^TT 
RTRcTT c(t sFTcIT^t 1 1 

(iv) (to) RiroftR ^f#r t % RfeR tort^r toPpto tot stPtrr I 1% tott toto?t rTr 

^C^lRfTO ycpic! % fjTct f 3tlR vRTOI RPR Rt TOp? Rc?R d^ll % 4 )r p[R$?R 
TOR RRRT ^RTT t #? ^fcP? RtR TOT RTOR % fcT^m 5W 3TNR TOTOT RT 
ccbmi Rif^R I 

TO R^lTOR PpRT TOTRT TO^R Pp TOpRR y^RHci TORH % TO^TR RTORRT 
tor to 3tt^ to^t Pr^t Rarr ^rtcfr ^ rfPt ft ^ tor TOtft ^ er rtto 

% I RR^fr^ ^ cTcTRTT t Pp (RfR cf?[) TOTT TORT TORT 3 tPtTOcR fcT^ff TOT 
RtRT cf?T RrMr 3TOTR 3|R RRItoR%P pR t?(cfT ^ I 

f^srfcT % toirir, -rerr cp[ tot toftI ^ torr rPt tot to ^ 
3RTOJT 3TR^T -rgm cPN^IN ^ 3TfrpT R?T Ftcft RpF^ / TORT^ R#f PTcpft TO%R, 
TOTTOT TOt^ 3ftpTOI TOR R^f 3TITOI11 

TOT TOT Rp RTTOT FTR7 1% cFR ^IcT^ TO TOTR (qpfr RTOT) RTO 3RTOR 
TRTT&H t 3tR TOT TO TORtR TO^TTR TOT ^ fcRTO TORT TO%R I TORR R?t RTpT 
c^t ylci^Ri % feR RR3MI# cp Rcfc TO TOT cpFT ^ fcPRT TORT TO%R Pp 
TOR ^RT TORR TORTO-^TfpT TO RTO % feTR TOR R RR^RR Pp# 3RT ^ 
3T^TO R# R^ 11 

(^) RTRRR Rt^RI ^ TORT IcpRT t Pp TORf %=l1 TO> TOpTOR ^ Rf^TOT 4 ypR^dd 
Rff fcPTO TORT t I RTOR TOR TOt TOffeTOR % Rf^TOT A TORf RTTOff TOtf 
TOR Rff ^R?T t TO^rfcTO, ~#R TOfcTOR TO TOT^ fcRtR TOT R# TOTT^ TOT^T 
TO%R | TOR % RR#R ^MRT % TO^I tTOR %TO t 3tR TOI^ 3T^T RRI TO 
WfR TOT^f % PTO 2004-05 % 2006-07 TOP Pf^eT cR TOi R toTcTOR 
% RfcTOT R TO^TOT RTr! TO TOkT TORR PPRTI I 

(R) RTTO xTRR TOTO TOTO4 ^ TORTTO TOgPfcf ^ t fcp R^RTR RTTOTR 7RTOR % 

Protff Pt^i Pr Pi:TgR 11 ^Pp rrIcR totor PiM MPto xtrR cpr 
PRTRR TOUR TOTTO t, ^4l#TO^ TO TO PlRR I Pp TOlfcR ^RTO TOlPl % 
^Pr Pp# ^ rPtor ^ tPto toutosP ^r ru Pt<M rrto41 tot top cpt 
P r^tr P tPtt tour to^ rrt rtr-to^r? i[ rrrw^ ^ttot rtto^ 11 

RTTO4 P TOT TO TOoPRR TORT TORPlR? #HT Pp RR3TPM RRT TO^R PrR 
TO Rft RRRT P, TOR ^TOTSlt P ^ cp RTRT TOT TOR pRRR TO R 
TOR RTefl TORR R?T FTpT TOT toPrT R^f PpRT RRT % I TOT TO TOR 




[wiiii—T§ r^4] 


TO '*FT : 3iuiiiKU| 


‘5 


f 

wit RiRsft tet ft Ftft w eft fiPt ft 11 teft -flftte ftft nft 

htm ^diaft ft yq-fl X'qfcici R^iNd eft, ftRTI1<fr RTC ekiyiwft ft «kiNi W 
1?, RTft 7 PTT % I 

(v) WT £RT M*dlRld ten cR cTFRT amnte *R t I ateft FMR 0.01763 ftcf 
ftteTR^T nft RRdTte ten tR Rteftft £TRT teft dl*dte fc[c|^u| Ijft tr ^ 

wit ^hcfr 3tR teft rstt nidi % ^r^ff rr an^iRd ^ 1 

WTF^T wit «pff / ftWTTFt nR >J^Rdd teft -flftte ftcff % aftacT 3TTW % RT<|?T 

wit fteft % w cfj ten? rtw? nR wn ft teR ten w t j wn ft RdiRd, 
wit ter ft wte rtwt ft wit ftftft w a?R te ftftft w tet ft (nnd te 

WTT) RRR<r Rite t ted; nftte R?R ft WT <^dl^ FRlft Rite dft f I 

nft ft. 8 nR JIFffcffl Rn|RT 3WR % wit te ft nftte RRR3 R5. 636411 t aflR 

teft ftiftte te ft, ftta % ate tente rtw? r^. 235115 % 1 ^ hw, 

RToRcT nft anpnfftcT FTfft R>. 401296 t I ajkte RRRd nft teftt ftftte tet % 
ted teTRift RR %WTT W ft 3?R (ftft) ftft tefd WT eTWT 72 ft£ dte 
fR, ten dR nft wn 0.01763 m. ftfeR 5% #3TR^T 3TT^t ft1 

WT STRT y^lRid dR % RTRte If nft te te^d Wn ft » % RTM fteF^T 

wtewtaft te teftiwif tefteter te qRted te te ft i teft ft 
tetewt / wimwt %, ywiRid ^ ^ wn ft wr ot 3rrr 

^^[RpT c2Rfd^f c?ft | | 

wMt^l ^rt f^r wn ^r fterm ^ #wi, ^T3ftftt€t w 
nf PrPm ^ i 3w. ^rr = ^;. 40.35 % gwfer ^r w % PRem ft> 
W ^dfcHd f^Pm ^ 1 3R. ^RR = ^.48.43 % RT^ft ^ (y^llfftd ) ^7 ft sfWFT 
wft Cfft TR T^qsfnM IRI rtcf cfft R^TWT WT I I d ' d ' ff H R , 

RRTtPlcf Rjy^dx! 0.0145 3RT. ^feR ^fcT ^3?R(ft ^pf WT "^T 3RT MP^iPld ftftft f 

(vi) fcreto Ran ftrar ^r wT3ftftt^t w TOite Mn wr ftm wft ^ftw %.feR ^ 11 n? 

ante rr ftr wit n^cR ntcffftPf ?lft wft riwrt ?tPt ^t ante ylci^fct % Pr 

11 wm^tateaiMR^R wr^RTter wi i 

^ nPr ter (ter) cr tefftcr nft wr# t, cr w iftt anw % fftM 
ftrftte ftrcft <ti, ate ^itate met ftp# nft goHT ft ^7 5 ^^ ar^T wn 

TOT I I STcRcf, W W t f^ ftpft % te-te 3TTW % WJ fftft# 

ftrftte ftpft n? Mn ^r nft teft % Rnaftftt^f % rrtr ^ argner fte vjttr i 

teft w Ttte rr rf I f^ ten rr nPr ^ftan^t an^R w 1 1 wt 
£RT 5RdcI Wn % te wife wte ^R HpT ^tanR^t ^fcTTOnT wft> atR[ 
% amTR rr #n ^t%r 1 ten ^r nft wtt ft RRaftftt^t £R am? rr wPr % 

qRdRtdtewt 1 

M 27? ^ ^ &«- ^ 
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(vii) MlfR> EEeT fcpET vjIT fEE t RE EeRHM R> eReH ETEFT R TFTETEHT HTET 
et snR M fRMr Tp % ^ eeR eR wi ReMI Rr wz etet t i eeeMtRi % 
ETETH R HEtT ES ETHEH 3lRcT 1997 R ^TT HTMTE % EEH T? EEcf TT Rt EcEI R I I 

EESftM R 3TER MRET HTETE R efr^T | feE fRRRjf ^JeT % wM ET ErR RHcTTR 
'(iifcjf^cE ToE R - HETR HlR 1? I ^TFf ETC R, yi^cld 1 £ R IpE yiRlE>^! u l 'ft 3ldyVl 
fM sit fR ^n Mr % Ttefi et eth Mtte theR R ^ RR ettt eRete mh eR 

tele! Mt ETH? I E? HTcfTE ^TEP ETT 3TRM EEETE EH EFT dRf sj] R[ irf 
HfR^TT % EFT % WT R TT^I FEEFTEnM / FEEFIdril ^RRh^hI eR 3lRM 
fR>HT EHT SIT I 

ReR EvFT ^TRT, eRM ErR ^TRT, HPERe ^ ^RFH 3^R MR ETR ^TTTT Rt E?ER 
RlRPlE> xfreft / w ETR ER WT Ml cFTfR R W FEFT EM f 1 Mg R EE TTTE>- 
TfTET M HcTtR feE TfEEFRT ETHT ET 3IE? fRRR[ T5TT RpR eR Rt EE FTO | ET 
M I ETTH % 3FE EETEtTRT % ETEFTt R RcR R> RR erf eR W1 MM R ^ EE 
eR| y I cjypT M f?1 

RET CEE MR HFfETR ^FRT R E^oE> ETcRSIT EE tM I, H^IMrH ^TTET, 3TMHH 
sn^iRw Mr 11 w ^eir 3tMeh 1963 R Ri^fr jjet TEfr w rth 
^RTR i ePTFT ^ ^ W ^ cRefl ^ ^ t I TEl mRc|ER ^e 

mRcIEM ^MEFt WeET ^1 Rlte^T ^ET cE^ ferf^e Rl^?T ^ I # ^WTI 
STET t^f[ ^ % MftcE -qteTt R? WT-^TcITq EPTlR ^ ^ R^PT ^r I 

■^fcE ^ t Re ^ cE^ cTTcTF R?RfET E1WT WiTEM ^ R 

Rett w ^TTfReT Re^tt tee sit, Etr ^ ^t? ttw? ^tt t^Ret tr?e tee t Re tth 

^T ^RRsiRfRi cf§t RRI-M^dtd cE^ R?ET% SFtERt R? ^ ^TEH R 3TTTE R WfRd c}R 
^ sR cfET cpRfH cTE^RfREE yicj^IH RclY eRt RRrRl ET MtM RRcTTE efttR Rf 
^ cEtR clR 3lRsTT cETcTT Rl I 3 TeR ^TEH R ^ITW TrRm Rt 1eR EIT 

EtR 2009 R 3lRte I, ETETE RETT ERR TfEE, SNR cREH R ^TT TPEJ R TE^cET 

TReRe y^tRld cET TEEcE I f RTf TFTE cEE, eRePT ETWd RtrR eReRe % Rpn 
TItR TF TTEkE 11 

7.1. hR u IIE TETTE, 3?R TJPR fRE TE EETRI Rf, cTSIT TTE3J RpER RteR % 3TPIR EE EB 
ElfRcEER, THERE Wit ER 3tR ^RR RUPERT ET ERR ^TdR % feE? RrRRt RiRRee RiRt ET 0.0145 
3te. Rrr yfR Rt^rrRt EfR Rst et tree am eR et R Me et ttetR eR 3t^Ree eeh eret 11 

7.2. appRM ET ERcf R> tree R stM eR stIR^eei eR IRfR R 30 M RYr Mr % EIE 

ERRf RRt aRr ^tieR tiRtse ee^RM Rt eteh eR there tMstt Rt the, "Rt etR 2009 R 3tRM I, 
eR ^TEpR I — 


[fE?TEE III/4/143/2008-3M. ] 





TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 31st October, 2008 . 

No. TAMP/36/2Q07-MOPT.— in exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48 and 49 of t e ajor o 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes the proposal receivedfr 0 ™ 
Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) for levy of special rate on foreign naval vessels arriving at its Port as in the 0 

appended hereto. SCHEDULE 

Case No. TAMP/36/2007-MOPT 

_ A Applicant 

Mormugao Port Trust 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 30th day of September, 2008) r 

This case relates to the proposal received from Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) for levy of special rate on 
foreign naval vessels arriving at its Port. 

2.1 The MOPT has made the following main points in its proposal: 


Frequency of defence vessels of foreign origin calling the port has increased in the recent 
past. On an average, 14 foreign naval vessels visit the port annually. Based on the statistics 
available with the port for the last 3 years, the GRT of these vessels varies in the range from 
605 to 40600. 


(«)- 

(iii). 


(iv). 


(v). 


(vi). 


As per the existing Scale of Rates (SOR) and the conditionalities governing the SOR, 
defence vessels of foreign origin on goodwill visit are not charged port dues. However, 
other charges like pilotage berth hire, wharfage and miscellaneous charges are levied on 
these vessels as applicable for any other vessels. 

In the absence of sufficient number of general cargo berths, these non-cargo vessels are 
compelled to be berthed even in preference to cargo vessels. Such foreign naval (non-cargo 
vessels) are usually berthed at berth nos.8, 10 and 11 in addition to they being anchored at 
mooring dolphins and in stream. 

The port does not realise any cargo related charges from foreign naval vessels since they 
are non-cargo vessels However, it has to be recognised that these vesseis occupy the 
general cargo berths at the cost and convenience of the port and of other cargo v e ss ®^- 
Thus, productivity of loading/unioading of cargo at berth nos. 10 and 11 is affected. 
Therefore, the revenue foregone on this account needs to be compensated. 


(a). The foreign naval vessels have very low GRT as compared to cargo vessels. The 
extent and scope of revenue loss has been determined for the size of vessel 
analogous to the average size of the foreign naval vessels handled at the general 
cargo berths and anchorages. 


(b) The total revenue from a few sample vessels of cargo and non-cargo vessels taken 
at random at the cargo berths indicate that the total revenue foregone amounts to 
the cargo related charges only which is proposed to be recovered from foreign 
naval vessels by way of imposing a special rate. 


A statement showing revenue incidence at various position and the number of naval vessels 
handled at this port for the period from 1.4.2004 to 31.3.2007 has been furnished, 
summary of the working furnished by the MOPT to arrive at the proposed special rate is 
given below: 


. ------:---“l 

Calculation 

St. 

No. 

Particulars 

1 . 

Average GRT of Foreign Naval vessels called at various 
positions at Mormugao Port for the period from 2004-05 to 
2006-07. 

7955 GRT 

2. 

Average GRT of cargo vesseis handled at berth nos. 8, 10 
and 11 and Mooring dolphins. -— 

20863 GRT 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


8 


‘[Part III— Sec. 4] 


3. 

Revenue earned on handling of Foreign Naval vessels with 
different GRT at: 

Berth no.8 ( 9769 GRT) 

Berth no.10 ( 4812 GRT) 

Berth no. 11 ( 605 GRT) 

Mooring Dolphins (40600 GRT) 

| 

Rs.235115 ! 

Rs 643835 

Rs. 7937 

Rs.562956 

”1“ 

Revenue earned on Cargo vessel with analogous GRT when 

handled at Genera! Cargo berths j Rs.636411_ 

5. 

Revenue earned on Foreign Naval vessel 

Rs.235115 

6. 

Difference in the amount earned by cargo and non-cargo 
vessels at General Carqo berths 

Rs.401296 

US$ 0.017363 

7. 

Rate per unit GRT 
= 401296 

7955 (GRT) x72(hrs.)x (Rs.) 40.35 (exchange rate 
adopted for conversion in dollar terms) 


(vi) . It has accordingly proposed to levy special charge of U.S.$ 0.017363 per GRT from the 

foreign naval vessels for occupancy of general cargo bertb(s) and mooring dolphins. 

(vii) . It expects to generate additional income of Rs.60 lakhs per annum from the proposed levy 

on foreign naval vessels based on the average calls made by such vessels in the last 3 

years. 

2 2 The MOPT has requested to approve the proposed special rate of US $ 0.017363 per GRT 

on foreign naval vessels to compensate for loss of revenue due to handling of foreign naval (non-cargo) 
vessels at berths, mooring dolphins and safe anchorages at the port. 

3 In accordance with the consultative procedure prescribed, the MOPT proposal was 
forwarded to the concerned user organisations as well as Indian Navy seeking their comments. The 
comments received from user organizations and Indian Navy were forwarded to MOPT as feedback 
information. The MOPT has furnished its comments on the comments of user organisations. 

4 A joint hearing in this case was held on 14 July 2008 at the MOPT premises. The MOPT 
made a power point presentation of its proposal. At the joint hearing, the MOPT have made their 

submissions. 

5 The proceedings relating to consultation in this case are available on records at the office of 
this Authority. An excerpt of the comments received and arguments made by the concerned parties will be 
sent separately to the relevant parties. These details will also be made available at our website 

http ://tariffa uth ority. go v. i n. 

6 With reference to the totality of the information collected during the processing of this case, 
the following position emerges: 

(i) The proposal of the Mormugao Port Trust is to introduce a special rate on foreign-naval 
vessels to compensate for the opportunity loss of revenue forgone by the port in the cargo 
related charges on account of accommodating foreign naval vessels at its berths and 

mooring dolphin. 

(ii) . The foreign naval vessels (non-cargo vessels) are reportedly berthed at berth nos.8, 10 and 

11 in addition to they being anchored at mooring dolphins and in stream. The port has 
reported that on an average 14 foreign naval vessels arrive at the port annually. 

Since they are non-cargo vessels, the port does not realise any cargo related charge from 
the foreign naval vessels. At times, the foreign naval vessels are berthed even in 
preference to cargo vessels. The port has reported that on five to seven occasions during 






a year, vessel working at berth no.8 had to be un-bethered to accommodate foreign naval 


vessels. 

In view of the position explained above, and also recognising that the foreign naval vessels 
do occupy the cargo handling facilities which results in loss of revenue to the port which it 
otherwise would have collected from the cargo vessels, the port has proposed to introduce a 

special rate on such vessels. . 

(iii) It is relevant to mention that the Visakha Container Terminal Limited had also hied 
somewhat similar proposal for levy of charge on non-container vessels which use the land 
side facilities of the terminal for minor repairs, fumigation, etc., but no wharfage revenue 
accrued to the Terminal operator from such vessels as there was no ship/ shore transfer 
involved. This Authority vide Order No TAMP/12/2007-VPT dated 7 August 2007 observed 
that it would be unreasonable to allow facilities of the terminal to be used free of cost and 
hence the operator should be compensated. Accordingly, the proposal of the VCTPL for 
levy of charge on such non-cargo/ non-container vessels for use of terminal facilities was 

approved. 

In the instant case, the loss to MOPT in cargo handling revenue on account of 
accommodating the foreign naval (non- cargo) vessel cannot be denied. There is, therefore, 
prima facia a case for compensating the port at least partially for the cargo handling revenue 
forgone by the port by accommodating foreign naval vessel. 

(iv) . (a). The Flag Commanding Officer of Indian Navy is of the view that defence vessels 

are of diplomatic in nature and aimed to enhance bilateral relationship between the 
two maritime countries and hence the port should refrain from introducing such 
special charge. 

It has to be recognised that the foreign defence vessel coming on good will visit are 
already exempted frdm levy of port dues as per the prevailing existing Scale of 
Rates. The MOPT has reported that the purpose of the visit by most of the foreign 
defence vessels is for rest and recreation. 

Notwithstanding this position, there is no justification why the port should not be 
compensated for the cargo related revenue loss which the port otherwise would 
have earned from its core business. 

It has to be recognised that berthing space is a scarce resource and needs to be 
used optimally. The argument of the MOPT to compensate for the loss of revenue 
needs to be viewed from the angle of nor requiring other commodities handled at 
the port to bear the loss of revenue forgone by port. 

(b) . The Indian Navy has contended that cargo vessels are not handled at West of 

Dolphin. As such the port does not earn any cargo related income at West of 
Dolphin and hence the special rate should not be applied at Mooring Dolphin. The 
port has denied the contention of the Indian Navy and has furnished the details of 
vessels handled at West of Mooring Dolphin in the last three years 2004-05 to 
2006-07 to substantiate its claim. 

(c) The Goa Chamber of Commerce has made a general remark that the existing 
provision is flowing from some policy direction from the Government. Since the 
existing Scale of Rates prescribes a concession to foreign naval vessel, the GCCI is 
of the view that any change during the current validity period may cause 
misconception with service providers and vessel agents abroad dealing with such 
foreign Government defence vessels. 

In this context it is relevant to mention that the calculation of special rate furnished 
by the MOPT does not take into account the loss of revenue to the port on account 
of concession granted to this category of vessel in port dues. It pertains to loss of 
revenue in the cargo related charges. The existing concession available to foreign 
. naval vessels in port dues is allowed to continue as explained in the subsequent 
paragraph. 

Mj vjg 
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(v). The special rate proposed by the port is not a cost based rate. The proposed special rate of 
US$ 0.01763 per GRT is based on the random sample of a few cargo and foreign defence 
vessels extrapolated by the MOPT from the past actuals. 

The revenue for the size of cargo vessel analogous to the average size of the foreign naval 
vessels handled at the general cargo berths/anchorage has been considered in the 
calculation. The actual revenue from cargo vessels considered in the calculation includes 
both the revenue from cargo related charge and vessel related charges but reportedly 
excludes port dues. 

The revenue reported from cargo vessel of analogous size handled at berth no. 8 is 
Rs.636411 and the revenue from a foreign naval vessel closer to the average GRT of the 
vessel is Rs.235115. The toss of revenue is thus estimated at Rs.401296. The differential 
revenue is spread over the average GRT of foreign naval vessels and considering the 
average stay of vessel at around 72 hours, the special rate is arrived at US$ 0.01763 per 
GRT. 

The detailed calculation furnished by the port in support of the rate proposed was also 
circulated to all the concerned users / user association along with the proposal. None of the 
users t user associations has raised any objection on the approach followed by the port in 
arriving at the proposed rate. 

Retying on the detailed calculation furnished by the MOPT, this Authority accepts the 
special rate proposed by the MOPT subject to modifying the rate with reference to the 
exchange rate of 1 US$ = Rs.48.43 prevailing at the time of analyzing this case as against 1 
US$ - Rs.40.35 considered by the MOPT. Accordingly, the revised special rate will work 
out to US$ 0.0145 per GRT per hour or part thereof. 


(vi) . The special rate on foreign defence vessel proposed by the MOPT is not for vessel related 

service. It is to partly compensate for the loss for revenue from cargo handling activity. 
The rate has been proposed by the port on per GRT basis. 

If a fixed rate per vessel is prescribed, then perhaps the foreign naval vessels which are 
smaller in the size may have to pay a higher tariff in comparison to vessels with higher GRT. 

It is, therefore, found appropriate to allow the proposal of the MOPT of linking the special 
rate on foreign naval vessel with the varying size of vessels. 

Even though the summary of the proposal indicates that the special rate is on per GRT 
basis, from the calculation furnished by the port, it is observed that the proposed rate should 
be per GRT per hour or part thereof basis. The unit of levy is modified to reflect the correct 
position in line with approach followed by the MOPT in the calculation of the special rate 

(vii) . As already mentioned earlier, the existing Scale of Rates of MOPT exempts levy of port 

dues on defence vessels of foreign origin on goods will visits. This provision prescribed in 
the Scale of Rates of the MOPT is in vogue even prior to the constitution of this Authority in 
April 1997. 

The MOPT in its initial proposal has stated that port dues are statutorily not chargeable on 
defence vessels of foreign origin. It has subsequently at the joint hearing, requested this 
Authority to delete the existing provision exempting this category of vessel from levy of port 
dues. This proposal was not a part of its initial proposal which was forwarded as part of 
consultation process to the concerned users / user association. 

The Scale of Rates of Mumbai Port Trust, Cochin Port Trust, Paradip Port Trust and 
Chennai Port Trust exempt levy of port dues in respect of naval vessel / defence vessels. 
But they do not clearly stipulate that foreign defence vessel on goodwill vessel are to be 
exempted. There is no provision to exempt port dues for such category of vessels in the 
JScale of Rates of other major ports of India. 

Insofar as the tariff arrangement at a Major Port Trust is concerned, the Major Port Trust 
Act, is the relevant legislation. The Major Port Trust Act, 1963 does not contain any explicit 
provision to exempt levy of port dues on defence vessels of foreign origin. There is no 



[ -mn in—sr*54] 


: arorar^i 


11 


specific direction from the Ministry of Shipping, Road Transport and Highways (MSRTH) to 
this Authority to exempt foreign naval vessels on goodwill visit from levy of port dues. 

Since there is no clarity as to how the existing exemption provision is introduced in the 
Scale of Rates of the MOPT, it is found appropriate to advice the port to examine the 
circumstances under which this condition was introduced in its Scale of Rates initially and 
whether the prevailing applicable legal provision require them to exempt port dues on 
certain categories of vessels. A suitable modification in the Scale of Rates in this regard 
may be proposed by the MOPT while formulating the proposal for comprehensive revision of 
the Scale of Rates which is due in March 2009. Till such time, the existing provision may 
continue without any modification. 

7 -I m the result and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective application of mind, 

this Authority approves the special rate of US$ 0.0145 per GRT per hour or part thereof leviable on foreign 
naval vessels for occupation of general cargo berth and Mooring Dolphin. 

7 2 The rate approved will become effective after expiry of 30 days from the date of notification 

of the Order in the Gazette of India and shall be reviewed along with the general revision of the Scale of 
Rates of MOPT which is due in March 2009. 

» 

BRAHM DUTT, Chairman 
[ADVT m/4/143/2008-Exty.] 



Printed by the Manager, Govt, of India Press, Ring Road, Mayapuri New Delhi.110064 
and Published by the Controller of Publications, Delhi-110054. 


